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1 alii a small businessinan l\winan] in your District IState]. employing d3- workers. kly 

company manu factures small-to-medium size trailers, under 26.000 Ibs. gross veliicle \wight. DOT‘S National 
I Iigliway ’I’rallic Sal’ety Administi-alion has issiicd a final repoiling regulation that, unlcss rescinded or 
substantially InodiIied. stands to put  me and nimy o1‘1ny colleagues in the trailer industry out ol‘business. I 
respectfully rcquest your protnpt assistancc. 

NHTSA’s ncw rule rcquircs all ”Iiirgc manutcturcrs” or motor vcliiclcs (a "trailer" is included 3s a 
“111otoI veliiclc”), staititig April 1. 2007. to compilc and submit quartcrly informational ~-cporls. called “Early 
Warning Kcports” or ”E WKs.” conhining coniplcs. detailed dah about vcliiclc accidents, warranty claims. 
customcr complaink. ctc. Rccausc wc mnnulacturc more than 500 kailcrs a year - WTSA’s  arbitrary 
definition of‘-lnrgc” -- NHI’SA has lumped us togcthcr Tor mandatory reporting purposes with the Fircstoocs. 
Fords. Cihls. and I~rculiauC~ of this world.  logical targets of tlic ‘I’KEAL) Act. 

13y NII’I*S:\’s own cost cstirnatcs. my company will hc forccd to spcnd $225,000 witbin thc nest few 
months i n  onlei- to sear up to compl? witli Ilic new E\VR icquit-cmcnts and then, according to industry 
estimates. another S 135.OOO this year and annually tlierealter to coiititiue compliance. We don‘t have that kind 
ofmoncy and objcct to furnishing NI IrSi\ hurdcnsomc. cspcnsivc rcports Biat arc mcaninglcss! My 
company’s E l W  rcpoits -- our indiistry’s 1;WR reports -- cannot providr: Nl USA any useful illformation 
about potential safety-rclated defects in our trailers, the sole puipose of Uie IJWKs. Our category of trailer -- 
under 26.000 11)s. GVWR -- is only ~.cry rat-cly iiivolvcd in a serious acciclcnt (pcrsonal in jaq  or dcath) and 
CVCII morc: riircl!. in ono iillcgctlly ii~ti~ilwhldc: I O  ii siil’CIy tlcfcct in  tllc trililcr. 

NHTSA has I>ccii sitting on our track associatioil‘s wcll documcntcd hut narrowly crafted rcqucst for 
relief from the burdens of EWR coinpliance. The National Association of Trailer Manufacturers petitioned 
317 ITSA many months ago to revise its delinitinn of “large manrifacturer” and adopt one that sliilk the 
manufacturcr or small-to-medium s i x  trailers to the “small manufacturei’ reporting category. Our 
:Lw~ciation has also subinitled detailed coni~iienls to OM13 pointing out the disastrous financial impact of 
complying with hq ITSA’s FWR upon small businesses such as ourselves and upon the manufacturer of small- 
to-mctlium s i x  trailers in general. O u r  industry‘s first-ycar compliance costs arc projected to cscecd 
S(i88.000.000: however. hJ ITS/\ has “guessed” this cost will amount to only $1 .!NO,OOO based upon patently 
false assumptions. It also has chosen not to consider that 96 percent of our industry is made up of’kmall 
Iiusinesses“ undei- tlie SHi\ size sti~iidi~id. 

NHI’Si\*S EWK iulcniaking yrocccding t-cmnins pending bcforc NfI’I‘SA. and C)MB lias yct to act 
upon our itidustty‘s l’npcnvork Reduction Act coinmcnts challenging NI I‘I’SA‘s impact assessmcnl. A more 
detailed but hricf sr~miniiry of these proceedings is attacliccl. Wliilc ihc outcome may hc in doubt, I know the 
cspctiditurc of nearly S4OO.OOO in the first ?car. 2003. is hcyond our company’s mcatis and i s  a t o ~ i l  wvastc of 
corporatc rcsourccs even i fwc coiilcl raisc that kind of capital. Nll*l*Si\ has rnadc no cffort to undcrstand our 
industry and declines to mcct \villi us. W’c l’car the worst as tlic compliaiicc date Itmms largc. 

a last resoit, I call upon your olfice to look into this government Iieavy-liandedness I)etbre the die 
is cast. Anything you are able to  do to assist will be greatly appreciated. Ohm appears open-minded on the 
issue and may be the logical starting point to generate 2 fi)cusert. cibjective review. O R  113’s docket number f o r  
this proceeding is ”(’ontrol No. 2 127-06 16:’ 
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